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Dear Bill* 

Tho Dubjsota of our last two conversations cam toisother in what I think can inake 
an Enquirer stcry thaf c,-m add ©van more iapact to that on JS%* 

When you told me th© atory had been af^rood to I aufjgoated whfit I never i«i’A5 b©iora» 
that you havo a comi«nion promotional but leisiticato story, of tho oae^oricaa a, 
10-yoar-^ght afcoi.nst oorrupt buroauomcy to tako to the people ii o truth acout now 
their msident was kiUod and how the government Ued about it, 

I know from suite extensive and entirely unsolicited mail from total strangers 
that tills atiukes a rtisonant ohord. Thoro is virtually no d^y in “Mch I do no. got 
n letter of tlds kind end from people I’ve never hoard of, people who have to go to 
soS ;LbL ivL to 1^ how I Site Hy books do not say this. I have never 
said it. But people poraeive it, sven thooa whose lertars are oaaoly literats. 

There Is nothing in your atory - and I haven't even aoeri it - ttot I did have 

to fi^t the oorrupt bureaucracy to get. IraaeLne having to sue as often as ^ 
then to s!» without reeources of any Idad Oiioopt dotoradaation and 
the counterpart that is in the earlier parts of the book, hay^ to contend^ with tto 
added crookodnosn of {jovomnKmt in denying documento to me, lllcgal*y, so 
arrange to leak them to a reporter who lacked my knowledge of the subject to f J J:ho 
kind of afory omcialdom wanted wldlo deivyjjug me the rigia to my own rfork anu the 
chance to toll the poo}ile tho truth, i 

When I <jD 0 ice to vou b'dofly fi'cm th«» airporj 1 told you there have been cases. 

Ih» “r. F«d .IV* .1th »h, *a 

tli© Archlyistb denial to me of tlie GSA-facdly contract. Giving it exeliwiyely to 
ftraham - and beg^ng hlia to ask for it under the law under which it had already 
S^^fuaed to me assured an anti-^ienuedy story, one that would falsely blamo the 
Prealdont's survivors for supiiroasion of evidonco they could not and did not supprsaa. 

When 1 phon£.d you yesterday it was after Jim losar phoned me to tell m the 
Star had. a Jeod tliat olearly comes fi-om ry work, not me^oned la it. He 

mentioned one word that tolls me there is somothing of thxs involve<U l^til i wad the 
SSr«-bablJ tl« series. I ca4bo sure, but I'U make you a bet ^modest od^that 
I'll be able to make out such a case iind provide you «ii;h ooouav.Uve vsa. va^x m^e- 
a solid case, whether or not of evidence that will meet oo^ roqidretnent^ that 
Szulo has been fed what I'm appealing and would get in court. Uiat one eord I jjaA 
mwitioned to you and Rod should remember my mentioning it to liimi 
1 told you tlicro is quite a Hosonko atorj' the Enquirer missed and that I had a la*@e 
part of it? I havo tha rest under appeal at both tho Archivoa anu tho bxA, I have 
records showing both are stonewalling. I have oven filed suit for ecsae of this. 

It is C.A. 144B-75. 

The neople involved In this story can't know it of their own toowle^a. It tos to 
bo a cas^ wLie one of the officials Involved violates the law and 
leak what will dwy no the story end will probably give it a specif twls- ttot 
SScial today wants. It may well involve whnti I detected a long time ago, tiiat the 
FBI and CIA are now engaged in internecine warfare over this. 

Once you start dealing witli me on stories on this subject thia also involTOs you. 
I thSk it wUi make a eeiisaUonul atory and an Enquirer story. OntU ^ 

I'm^lJng on for copyrighting they don’t know what I'm wor^ on so t^y have to 

guasa. Tisp natural guess is the newest eixort, tho newest suit. U 

tThave to work, but with each step - have to figure what crooked officios will do 

ooS hmj tn Outwit them. Ed may romembor my explanations of this to while wo were 

fim^ suit to telegraph your story. HasUly, 


